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t I dq^Rd RggRT g? ^ Rt, wftm g?t RRRT cf5T RgRg 
gRcf f^RT f|FR^ gRI TOgj/3 TJgRI cfr 

3TTgR TO 5rrf£tcFTp?r cfTt WTcT ^ftsn gR^ g?T RWT t 
ggT ?JcRE Rt RrRR PETTg RTO17 TORT cfTt TOTOT gR^ g? fcR 
3H|c|^Ajch t, gRT Rfc TOTTTO gR RgT RTEfT t 3RTgT ^TH 

mRci^h Rert rtrt t Rggr Rett f^rfW R sr% g> rR) ^ 

3R[gT RRgR yr^frf gR TOHdMdl gR^" % 

RregRTREE mireM ^toe rtoR g> totot gg> rRet >HHgicif£r 

TOTOT gt TRft gt I vdM^cW TOTTOT g? 3EJRR ^pRPT 

g> gR w gg Wetr toRet Rrotf Rr)^, ggRt 
R ^1414 gRrgg ^ TOERT qRgf^d qRf^lRlgf R TOTT^t 
¥^M gJcR gR TTEZJTcrf^r TOftTO gR% TO TOJTftj f^RTT RT I 

3. RRT 3Tcrf^r g> glgR ^Rftg gpRT cR RRg W g> gR wps 
we RpeRtr RroR RcbiRM), R gpET IRrtt stt Re 

TOgtR 2002 R RtgRMf Rr TO WT gRR gR 

gR fRg[ t I TOfRggR gRT gg Rtg fcETO TOR t % gR 2002- 
03 g> ^RPT gcT «P ¥F?T mf§ g> R¥ET Rgg TOR c^ g^RT gT 
5lld dcMI^g 3fR fRrfETR ^T gffc cjRnid ■<i4l5n g> 3TTRgR cR 
totot grog RRtcee to furroR g^ R gR Rg g> gkg ^hhh 
eRto % gRRr to toI^et fRgffRd Reto tor to l gg 
^Rf^TfcPfr R gR giRciRg gR toRto 3jr gRR g> fRrg TOfRg 

TORgTT ¥¥1 2TT I 

4. 7 ¥TxT, 2003 cR 3 tRrJxTRT ¥0 14/6/2002-^1^1^4) gRT 
3fRRjRf?r 3iRrp rrt qRuud) rf\ gR% gg Rr°k erR t 
g¥gra; mteRt gro ¥Rg ^ tmto, 3rpbt¥rr t) 29 Rthh^, 

2004 cDt gcE TtRrRTcE ^TOE WtRtcT cf5t TRft Rrt^ 29 
RfcDgR 2004 W\ giroRr^t gRR cfc 3T^g 11.2 c^ 

RT2T HlddM RtdHNcll C^ Rror 23 ^ GTJHR WEgRl 
Rig eft ^wcf gR^ RrRg Rre ru 4i % w 
^Rrth 4^4 RggT ggi R RratRrg 

Cf? 3TTgTcfr TO ?[RE ¥t rR) RTOTT Reg TOT RHTTO Wt c^ feR 


[MFTI— 


HH?T ^FI TJWTZ : 
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31|c|^cb t, W ^ W cf^ f^TT WI t 3mT 

hRci^ fcfjZTT WT t 3T8M ^pff f^rfcRfi 3 STfcT cfr W§ 
^ 3T2TcTT TJ^fcfSt ^RTffrT #T cfft WcRT I 

^3. nfsb<ji 

5. WT 3 PMfciRsId 3TffF^TT cf^T Wd f^JT W t I 

(i) Wt ^ ^ JTTpTcFpt $ fam 6(4) ^ 
3FJ^TR SntpTH ^FTT TTP^T ^ lel^ 'del eg ^ 1 ) ^ slid 
R^dcbl/^^Kcbl 3fr? *{m $ ^c| vjdm cffr ww sttw 
3Tf^PfT ^ ^T2T 3mFrfeFlt #sff | 

(ii) M fe# 4 f^Td M ^dMI'di/vJwlwVll'McPtM 

Pm 6(2) ^ 3 t^tr vjfm ^ #f P ^ftt 

PrPt m 3T^tg f^rr ^ f^ ir srPr-sFPt ^t i? 
PraWf/OTTWf c^T T^TTcTcft cfF PrstfRd W t tflcN ^xTC 
^ ^TcfT^t I 

(iii) Pm 6(4) i> 3 T^?tn, sttc^w wwPt mPr ^ 3 

WKg FTef c^ W 3TmnPr cTSTT WTpFdTStr ^ imTdPrdi 

ipsff I 

(iv) wd fcw 01-04-2003 % 3 i. 3 . 2004 (w<? mty d>t mfa 

cfc fen? d^l f^d, gpr Wd cr^ 2000-01 ^ 2002-03 
3p? Wd-3TdPr cf> feT^ d>t df I 

(v) ciifDif^icb srrgmT ^rtf^icf^ JH^iP^iid4 

(#3Mten^wr) ^ 3 fj#t toT mi Pf cr Prwt #t ddf 

cTSTT WcT-3TdPr cfc fcFJ TRTcT cf> 3TFTTd d> sjfP fldTd ^ I 

(vi) 'Sl^-ikjd Pftf^cT, Pfd 'Pr wl'Scfr< [ch^ 3 Fd 3 Fd pRJpTcJ? 
ufm-am 3rf^mT d>T ^rf mc^tk w<\ d# f3rri 
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(vii) rp^t PfRft 3 fr Mcfp ^ prt m$\ 

3T^R^PTT cR fWi WT $ ^ri PdR tfRR fW t I 

(viii) d'elcg c|^ cp dcHIdcfr TJcf TJeT pTR ^ Rd dlPdd>|c|->-cl[ 4o 
^Rldl 3TFtf^RRT fcTO, W ^ ^taTT RT fcf^g cRdf ^ 3FPT 
PxR RFpT ftm §TT I cTOlft, 3TTfe Md *T SfPfe 

R)cku| RRjcT Rhill 3?tR ddcp ^RT 5RRR P^RRhRJRTF 

PPh) <P feR RpRpft £R[ P^RR RIRRH fcRTT ^T^Tl I 

(ix) jntorft P fPPRp wRRt srt ptcpp rt^ fcrqNt ?rtt 

fPpRTf W FiRRT PIP <£ RFTcf ^PTT RR f^RR f^RTT t I 

X) rfrcf^t % P7R cp ^RTR ftpRT WRRT gRT w^\ 

RT^rf RPT f^R PR fTddl <£ SRTppfPl RTFR Cf7t RITcRrPPR 
4d$d RRT P 3R>0 ^chl^ cp PkTRT cp fcR p,dl WT 

xi) Prf^fcF^t % R^e[ ^RT RRR PI'dcR^ cf?[ ifSTRT^cf ^fRT 

dd> M'Sclld cf?T P?RR) |p? arfcT cR P7R R>t PT Rfcp 3pR 3-R^d 
dd-lldd-dldd cfPT del eg -HI d cR PWRT Rc[ f4?P)-dHld cR 
dHMddl R%d eTRIT Rl^id) (\RtrR) 3ftR PlPpcR £tRT 
MRdd PHRI^ R 3TT2TR ^R J I U MJ cR PT >iH<R pjRTRT R? Mdl 
ePT PR 1% cpdi Mldd Hlfpd R Rd R[1% RT MlCd^R ^RR 
eRTFTT PRTPf pP #T Reft dfcT pft RRTRf RR) P> feR 
Rlftp r^ht I 

- xiii) Rf^RTR % fftwPeft eft 3TRPR RTTRR Rf W PTf^FT 
$ l^rqkR PRjM Rijtdch efr 3Ticp# Rt R M^dld Rt I 

(xiii) PTfRfRt ^ R^cf7 P^cfRi cf?r R^d c|1 4 cfrR RRcF 19 
PdcJ^ 2005 cR Rh dl4dPlch RTcfT^ RP Pldldd R>dl 

fvpR PRRT 3ftR RR^ Rf[ A RFFg' W R Pi Rd chi' R 
pfcrPrR pRRpi fR sr I rtRpRcf rw| ^ prI^rt RaR>Rt 


[It I p««» in i • I mmfcfm * mi w« n m mu mh n« «hbi imm < hmi. *.i 


IJ Mil I ILK \i 


[ *TPT I—'1 ] 




^ 3RjRtR f^RTT Tpjj fcf> cf <i1Rgcf> ^)R % R[RR 3TR^-3RRT 
PIrk') R?T fdRsid WT ^ RR^T T^cf <3^4 SRtJR RR^ cf5T 

37^tR %RT RRT «TTI Pi Roc RTpjRRfr sfNT R£rRRRr % 

RTRT foffecT f^lRRf RR RTR 3 ftRR fcfRR W | f^RT 
#RT cTR? uPf 3 % ^FTcT RT^ R^ t I 

(xiv) 3Tf^r^xH| Tf **** cfTcTT 3TRT ^ctfR> RSTR7ref RRT RtR#R 
3JTRR RR RRtpT RTRRRft R^T RRrfcTT t 3?k R#RR$t SRT 
PtRRTRoft R> STRPtcT ^Rft Wf^Rf^RTT RRT t I 

R. vJcMld 3fr? WH RRtj'' 

6. RTR 3fft R#RfR R%TT 3 RrPrR vJcRTR #(-) RM 
^I^R^ R^ll^d J dl^Rl'1 ^RT (41^R41uf|<k-i) ^ Rt \3Rd 
^lRl^cR> £Pr> 3TWRR 3fk 3TTf£t#RRRRT R?ffRRR 7$\ yvm 
3TRRJR! R, 3TRTTR 29 4 RTO 2942.00 R> 3TRFfa 3TRTT t I 
cfSTTpr, cpffcFRnr R*RR ^i^Plch t 3#R ci^HM RTR ^ RRft 
RR ftRft PR % RMRRft Rf t I fMt ^ fedelcS RT^f 
SfRT IcRrRTSfPf vJcMId 3TRRT RFTTR RRd, ^ RR RjI^ d°R 
f^RT RRT t I ^RtfcTR RTtotft *JR RTR <& 3TfRR PMNItfH 
^cRIR RR R#R gRT PlRPid RR^ R^t RRTR RRg R> RnR 
3 ^ RR^f f I 

R. RTjftffT Rft RJRRTR, RTfM RTRT fet R^ dR> 3#? 

RTf^RR^t SRT uTm 

7. RRRT gTRT W 3RJRfa foRT RRT t Pfr %) f^RR^fcT, 

f^TR^ SRJRfa RR RTR RJR53TRT RTREft 3Tf§R£RRT W% R?t 
R# t, RTRPftR RR^ c^ R eft PfRtcT^ ^cRTRR>, 

RR40 RcfR^fcl ^RT RTcT Rft R^t t 

fd'd^R, 2002 "^T 41 Rr 41^1 ^RT RR RcRKd R^R RR Rdl f - I 
^JSTtR gRT R£ RRT RRT t PF> R^RTRf^T R^t 

3T^^T R> 3RRTR RRid^^t ^]W ^ RTR R^t R^t 
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RRTF FTt MHlRld FR% cf> feET %iFTF FRT mf^TcfTT^t F> 

TETF FFHFFTR T£FFT FTdF F^t REft FTf%^ I TF#t REt FF 
ift FTFT |t F14TPiF Fl^el F^t ^TTcT cfft FTt wl'STR 

f^T wRt 1^ 2002 Tt TEFT£ FTJ FF FFnFH F^F FR 
f^TT t, ^Tft FTtf TJFFT FFeEF F^ t I 

8. $ TEftRT Wxf F?t FJTRET $ #f Tf Rkl^ Rlf^Ft FRT 
fcEF FR R^IFT Gi^dHT F?t THclFl’fl^lF RTF cf^t | 

9. RFfM fadHIciofl F> RtFF 23 3 FF FTFFET t Rrf^ST FTRtFrRt 
MIcHMTlsft FJoFT c£ TRET RE£ TF^t F>t RTFFFFFTT F>t TEET-TEET FT 
REfftSTT cE^T 3fk i|R MIF1 TJFFT cfr RETR FT ct F^t FET Tf TEJET F^" 
t| fcE T^t FJcFT F> eTEJ TF^T FF F>R RlRicF Eft 1? Ft FEt* TRFFT 
ft F^f F^Et F?t RtriR^i FT^Ht I 

10. frr f> rjt&f ii.2 3 *ff ftffet t far ftReet^ m ^\ 3ftT Tf 

3T2TcTT fctRft Rd^F Mic£T Eft TEftRT FTRt F?t RTRcT FF TFRJf FRct 
fF TEETTEHFT TJFHT FT^T FRcft t, cfr R^TtF FT RFT RTFFFFT Ft 
FJeTFT cfr eETEt TTfR F>t REEF F?t TEftRT FT^Et | <sR|<3 fcE 
RlWITEEE FEHTteft TJcFT EETEt FT FFFET R3T R%t TETFTFf^t 
TETTET Ft F^t FT I Rddcgj FTfM cfr FTTT FTRtFiRdI Rr F^t FET F?t 
RTF RFEtF FR^t FF rREETT FETT 1% FFT FEET F?t TEFFT FrR 
FT fcTR REFT FTt RRcR oETEt RIFT RTFRTFT t RRFT Ffc 3JEFT FTt 
TEFFT FR f^FT RTdT t 3TFFT F^ mRc|cET 1%FT RETT t 3TFFT FEft 
f^rfcRff FFT SffcT FT RT^t TF^ FFFT ETTF^t ^Rt^Tf #t F^t 
TTFEIFT #ft I FR ^TETET ^ 3TFEfF TEftFE $ fRrETTFTET Ff^ 
FTTf^TFET^t FF f^FtRct FR^ f FT RTFfM F^t 3TF 3TERFFETT 

d^l ^ Ft, F^t FFETcf TEFFT FR Rdl REEF I 

yRo£ F^F % FF^ fctFT t f^T FTTcftF MlddM f^EEFFcft REET 
23 THF FfcEt R RF^F 11.2 F> 3tFffF TEftRT ^ RTFTTt 

FF FFFTF 3Tf^1%F t 3ftT 3T|We ^TF FR^ $ RTFER TFT t I RF= 
TEftFT F?t RTE3FF t I FT^tFTRt Ffe FRct- t f^T FE F?F FT 


11. 
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KTFT ^T RIcf % ^TO vPT W WfcW gjfr vied I TO, fuRT TO 
Hic-I><lsft cFTOT T RTT 2TT, ^ R>HTO, 2002 % TOTTTO TO TO 

f^TT STT, 3TT^TO> RpfcfT ^ WRRTO> ^PTT vdMd^T TOT^ t, 
vt^TTfcfj Xt^tt cf? 11.2 ^ 3TcFtcT 3T^f|RT t I TO Wf f^TT 

TO ^cr»dl 1? TJcT TOcf c£ c{Rm TO eg cR^ ^ cjrod ^ TOcT 

^mito 3ik Mdcb ^ 3ik w ark f^fep 4o ^wj 

*RRd cp?T TO dlRld ^ddd TO | mfaTOft 3TFt ^ TOcf t % 
TOflTO ^JTOTTcf ^RT ?RT ^ urf^ 4o terM, f^cft cf? 3TJ^ 
to cf?t ^ % i ^nfr? tot Mdcb wn t 3ik 

TO TO’ TOTTOT t 3fR ^TeRT TOft?IT <& fcR TOJRT?T TO> f^ddcEl WTO 
V 3RT ^T f^TOT TR t I TOR& 3TRtR<td ^0 krofcft ^ WET 
3Tcrf£r <& ^TOT WTO TO TOTO 3fR ^frfeR[ f^cTO^ WTO TOT TOT 
I TO^TO TO)WT TOT WdlRld TOTO eft fk 1 ?, k^Rb WR 
%TO TOTT 1? TO ®TTcT cfft MWW TOPTT t fcfr %TT TT 

0cid TO> 3TOT vdcHIcjcjD TOt TO^J TO TOT TO^T cfr fcR TOTTOPft 
^T# TOT TO t I vJTOTTOT cfr TOSTO TO TOftTORt RPTO$ ftcMdcl t 
Rf> fl k tj^nM ^TT TO TOR TO? ^JcTO TOT^T 

TO^TO ^T % 3TTTOT Cfft % I 

T5. TOcPT f%#TOT 

^.1 

12. 40 Rchl^dl, ^cft (TO ^ 3TTcTOF>) ^ 3TcTTcn ^ TO W. . 

Rilldcb/^Rdldl 40 #TO^T ^feeT, ^ % ^ftSTT ^ ^STO ^ 
TOTcT TOft TOTPTcft ^T TOJcT fcTO I wRfcpRt TORT TOrT t 
f^T 4o 4) l ^'d TO 3TcTTcTT, TO v3cvi<si Rb^Jl 1cF> 

3TTOT TO I eld RTOTO 2002 ^ TO TO fclT t, f ^ ^ ^ Ri^d^' 
3fR 'ddTO c r>i TO T TOTOT£ft ddR cfft 'd41§TT TO^ ^ feR %) 
Rchi^, TOcft % to srjto to^ct f^rr t l TTTfSrroft cf^r ^ 

WTO *r ^TRTRT % ^ ^ c^ cfer ^r WTTTOf 3fR Ril^cRi 

4l^d J T! c^ wR Tf t ^fT cTTO TO TO^ |TOf> 

TOffr^rr TOT cfr feR 3T^rer fcTOT t Rt ^ ^ c^TOf TOT Rl^dcb 
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3fR v3cMld<T> 4(3 i '(•jclcg cj^ cfTT <3T c r*TT Mdldd ^ m f^JT 

t 3ff7 ?RfeR Ritan it foR ar^Ter RRt t l srt sn^r 

3^TFTeff it ^3 tR ^t MftcT it 3RRR gRT RRT 

^ afR t^RPJRR RTf^RT RT RH t I TRTffi ife 

it fcR TH? FRfRfcp itRT 1% W r i cf>n? ^PTT Ri 

cfft t Rilldch # , ?T t I 

^.1 ^R+i 

^ri, Prefer ctfrm afoRR? r^ft 

13 . io ^t TRf RT ^fecf, ^R % 3 Tc*rf^TT it RRR aR% RRT RYT 
RR£ cRg cf 5 t eRc| afR McT flsit it WT A fcR^cT STR^ctt 

vRR M^cl fcfRJT % I vicMld^ afR pRtd<T> 4(3 it TRT RT i^fcld RR 
SRtJcT fi^R ^RR cF?T RTR W1R[ RR 3RT ^t it 3fR R^M 
Rpfep it fcR W itR?R RRRH f^tT^ Rpft cftt Rf 2ft I 

14. Rm ar^fi ar^ i r#r, 2003 ?r 31 Ri, 2004 it iRR it rt 

RT %^f%cT % RR it itcR #4 fif^R RRRt RR£ RRJ 

eft *** ti?ft eft | yRRcft RxR it MRf^e 1 4 RT ?M\ RT ^1 
fcfcRR RRFRI RRRT wt 1^ RT *** ,Rt *** it.RT 
RR RRT t, RRT^l, ^cft eft %TfT RR RT I *** ^t.RR *** 

tRT R9T R afR *** tcFRFT. cf?T RR RJR #T *** Rt eft Rf it 

| cT22T ^ 1% RcrM ft it RH Rff ^feef it ft RR ft it iR 

cift cfi t, it rsr cr wt ReRT t % R^i^it i 

fc|i*]fc| vicMId RT acMIdd Rdl ^ I 

15. ^Titsn ^t 3RRr -$ ^Rpr ^t 1RT i*** it.'RT cF)t ^RT 

RR c^ feR RFR Rt c^cTR *** ^ cfSt t I RRlRT 

c|^||cldt ^ RRt i fcff^RT cf^rfcRt c^ RT9J qR%ki 3R ^t ^ft RRf 
cfi aft I ^Tcft a[^R<W RRT i R^R cfi feT R? cbikH ^ 
^prRR ^t it RTR cffr eft I ^RT ?hR i RTR aTcrf^ i ^ 

tcfR RtRri c^ feR R*R itRR, Rt- RTR Wf *** 
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rM 3ft 33fft t 3ik # w 3*T ^fecT e|TO fft?3 Tyir ftr^ qft 
WoR3 3RT3 33 3#? 333 3ft 3ftl *** SFT.^TcR 3% %3T. 3ft 
W3 3? ^WTcT chK^MMId R33 33 3ft3ft 33^313 RPTlffteT 3ft 3 ft sff 
I 

16. 333 ft^ff 3ft filter f^f^ili - iTReT 3?k 33 3> 3TeTTcrT - 

3ftR|fctf 3^ ft ftt 3ft f I 3H? W3 3ft 3ft tft? ft7T3 3? 3TeTTcTT 3>ft 
333 ft?ft 3ft fft?3 33 fft3fcT Rftft vidlldd 3ft o33cT 3?3 ft 3lk ft 
fftffMi cZTFTN' 3ft 3HM ‘3T3R3T ft 3ftf fttft 3? 3333 ^TePT 3R ftt 
3ft I 3T3T 3ft Mfftd *** ftl33 3ft 3T3i 3ft <JoT3T ft *** 3ft 
pMlfdd 3T3T *** fft>3T. 2 ft I hRRicc 3 3 ft ^ivjfcriRga *** 
3ft ^K^MMid 3ft33 3ft ^rm 333^3 3RT3 33 ^Tftdft ft? 332 T 3ft 
3ft 2ft I PR *** rM ft? fcT3 3TRcT3ft3RT 3ft33 fttft $ 
WR 33?eT fft3ft cfvfTRT *** 313.^1313 flfft fft33. 33? ft^ftfftcT 3ft 
3ft 2ft I ft^FT eft feRT ftfftl #ft eft fe!3 333RH3T3TC 333 3 TRcT 3ft33T 
3ft3cT *** 3T3.<5TcT3 iftft f%3T. 2ft I 

17. 3^ 333 fft?3T 3T3 f% ^ 3T3 eft ftf313 ftt 'HHH ft? eft 

fcR3 RcR v^q^cKI #3ft ft3 (^ 3T3 ft***)3F feT3 1ft3ft 3ft33 ^3T 
323 eft T#f3R eft 3ft 2ft fft> TJeT ft Md3? £T3T 3^ WF ft 

cftrft 3# fft 2ft | ^ftten ft oft RHIHM ^o3 ft? Mp eft feT3 

siM^4d ftftaft ft?T 3? 3o3 ft ft?T 3ft feT3T R1 ^ t 3ftffft? 
333% WR ft 3ft 3ft ftfifaft 3ft W3 WT3T3 3ft 333F3 33R3TT ft 
3 fft ft? 3n3 ft 3ft 3ft I 

18. chK^MI^N 333 ( *** ^IcR/fft73T.) 33 ^TR3 3ft fft3fa 3ft33 ft^3 
3ft chl^MI sfR 3ft33 % 3Tfft3R 2ft | 3RT: 3ftt§3 3ft 3T3fft 3> ^33 
3133 3Tfftf3 3333R33) 3lRd |33 23 I 

^.2 ft^ eft 333 vjcm3<b 33 fft^ideb 

19. 3fte^ 3^3 ft 33PT 33ft33 333 ft R3 R3 ftftfftcl, Rft3 eft 3Tc33T 

3ft 3R3 33 ft^ ft 33^ 37^ ^ W3 33333? 33 Pl^d3? (fto 
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RcblM Rf GTeTTcrr, RTt RRR> RRT 5RRR f^RR R> GPJRR rr ^ 
1?) fcfRff 3RR 5llc1 RratcTcp- 3ftR vicMIcjcn cfTT vJe^RI Rj?t 1? I 

A. At rr rr ^Rd, Ar A rr f^RR Rft At fjfe R?t % 1% 

RRcfr 3TRTRT kJcbHIR 3RR RRITRR1 RR ftiliciR? A Rr^K 2002 Rt 
vicMIFR RR RR f^RT t I ?RR> ^0 # RR RR ^f^d, R^R 

R? RldNI M 3RR Rd-lldR RR f^RfdR? gKI MICR RF -^UNlM 
ddldl TII 1? I ^61 RR? dl^cjK fc|qN u l ^ RR iff Rff R>f RicRd 
R1R yRlRdd] RF RRR RT^RR^ RfR RFRf f fc|T ^ 3FRTR, R^cg 
RRJ cfc 3ldNI fAAt 3RR RdRd Rl (cH» Ft RR>cl f' ^fcf> RTf^RI'?! 
RIFT vjft Fit 3TTf R^F V RFT Ref 3RR J fl u l Rlld'l Ft Mim 3TTR?Rf tf 

zAfa ftFfR%Ri xnt r^ t I MTteRt ^ rft ftrr A 3fricir? Ao r? 

Fft Ref ^Ffrtcfj Ft dd0 gKi ^ Ft vrTpcf GTclRl rIfM “HR 

mmt, r^ Ari Ft, Rt rrr A fjrrt rrrrr riff* rf 3frf 

t RRJ RTF-RTF 3TRFRTFR? ArA $ RTR At 3tmid«t> RTFT 3TR RRT Rt^ 
\3FTF RFFJR R§ f^RTT RRT t I AA RR R#TRF^ % TjFFffR FTR 

R? RcRRTR FTF^M FRFTRR7 RR Rpfe? 3T2#F %) RR RR ^f^T 
RTFT 5TRJR GTTRTcT 3TtRF§f eRt (cT^TT ^FT FTRR A tRc^ RFTtR RR ^fRl 
3FRTR ^rj RFRR RTcf^T Rif oft) FRRlftd RTRT t RRT ^ fA^A W 
t % FTR Rfft^TT cf?f GTRf GRfRr ^ ^RH ^ A Rtf^cT 
cR^ c^ Wit 3TRTRT fcFR TR ^ | 

20. ^cT RTF A ^IRRT W RreffRcI fcfRIT RfT f% RTR 3RrRr c^ 

^ c^cfR Ft v5Rq|c[cR Ref Rfdid eh R FTSFTT ^cT RTR efr ^Rh # 
TPT ^fed,R^T cf5T RTSF RTf^RT -^ddH ^T ^T 9T I ^fcf7 GR^I 
WTRcfj RF RpqRrcfp ^o RcR^ft % ^cl RTF 3 RMRr feRR RT 
FRlcR Rc|R|td xn^T RTf^TR FTR fFT RT I 

21. R%IT RTR ^ ^RR %) IRT \R F>fRd , rRt ^ RF 3T«IT^F 

fcRTT RT % ^ ^ RRc^ GTelTRT RR^ RT^ RF R^ 3RR 
XJdTTRR) XTei Rrato Rif! t | F2R RR ^c^!I 1%RT 

Rrtrf rtr pf rtRirr^ rrt rrjtrr Rfrit rrt fcp A 3tr ^o RrtM 
cRt rto r^ A rr t ^Rr xjxFfR rr^f rrr; rrrt 
yRlddi Rif RR RR f^RT t I RF At RRRR feRRT RRT f% RR1 RT^fSTT 
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fft^ T 1Y 3TBJF ft ^[ftftta aTTftftT ft ft ftcfR ft vldlKcft ft 

ftft ftt Tjfe ^>t sfr ctstt wi ft ^ wgs 3 ^ 1 ^ ttct f^rftcicb Ao 

RFftftft $cofl ft FeTTefft ft ftfft eRTT ^JoT RRF ft ^[ft 

vieMKet) fto ^r ^T ftftftR cfJT in^r TflfvR ^TeFT ft ^FT ftft ft 

3TRTR *R RftfeTT 3TTW fftRJT ?TT I 

22. fftftt 3T^T 3TRRTcf7 cTSTT 3R7 ftcTW^ RTfftft £RT fteF£ RRT ft IftRT 

4 ftft 3R? RWft^T TTTRT ^Tft fft^TT W ft I ft *#f3R 

A 3?^T ^l^ftf eft ft ftft TOT 

TTlf^Ff ^T eFTT^T <RT fftftr feRTT ft I 

HlC*lftffi gjotft <ft RTft Rlft/<1*HKt tfr^ft ft ftggf ft ^iftWlfl 5RT RRT: 

23. fto ftTOT ftrftfftcRT MAAs, RT RftftT ft A fftft^T fftqT ft fft 
RR^ 'o||’t| A fR eRZT ftF VTli-cl eft wft dlf^ 1 % cRJT RPJ 

^5 eft vHHif^r % vjftftr ftF srfft ft wft ststctt R^ftt 
FfRFerfrT ftrft eft W<RTF ft I Rfttft ^ ftF TO" ft fft wfiA ftlc^ 
v^TFT FFTeTT t fft RcrftRT ReTO ft STRTTcfr ft mRu|HW^M 
Rrcr srfft ftF ft fftR ftF cnwRcb srfft ftt nWfi michM ^ft 

ft Rift Rift eft xjgftgu ^rft ft | ?RT ftf cf^T Tjzfj ft fft ^ eRZJ ftt 

rFr efR^TT ^FfeT 6 l J II fft cpqr ^c-tfr ft RFM ^R fft[ 

RFf eft R^lfd ft RfftT ftftlftF T R RMId! • eft v3cft)<sftl4 ■Hid! 3?T 
3MTcT vjffft #TT I ^#F 3TFt WT t % Mdeft eft M 
5FRTT, ^Kd ^5t vjdcf? Pl^ild cft«ial ^ RR cfSJT ITRcT eft ^ ^F 
^ ftnftft Frar ftt eur ft Rift ^ Rcftftc^ ft^nfteT thrift 

t I cfSTTft, fcFcRUT ft Rift fft^ Rift ft TORT vjftftT ft 

eft4 ReR »im |*3TT ft I 

24. vjftftT ft ^«FT ft ftfter ft, ^ftftfa ftF ft vdeMIdeb ift Plftdch 
ft ^ tftft^T fftRfT ft fft ^fttft ^ RRT ftt rR?’ ftt RRF ft ftt 
^ft W >H*ft J l fftRTT ft 3fR ^flft W ^eT ftt Rft RJ^TRT ft 
3RJRR Mlcid RTfftpF ft I 3TfftReRT Rfttft TTTfftcRft ft 
vddlKcb ft ftftFR ft Rfttftt cf>T RRTO cfRft qi^T RTfft^F ft ftftfteT 
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Wft GTTWt Rft RTR RR^ RR GR]fe fcfniT t I R^ ^ ftfe 

felT t % RTR Gfe feR, # RR RR \ MlddM 

tft xtt \ tfr Gft ^r r> c^cfer 3lr rr fen fen 

RT I fedcb RRT RF cFT^T RRT t f% R? GTRlR 1% %) # RR RR 

% whM rjrr ^ rfx fe r> rrrtr tft rr it Rft ^ R^t 

ffe i ffe cffr t, rrr % I 

25. Rfefe i RRm c£ RTR-RTR ^Mr RR R> RMldR, RR 

f^RTTcr r^ RRipRi cf§t fe cfft t i ^riRh fefe i Rcfe 

fcfRTT RRT t, mf^TcRT^t i RR Mdcb R> Rife 3 ffegf cfR 

RFRPTR felT t cT^n RR# GRRR RR RR ffei fedl t fcFT Rfer 

vidlldcb 3fk f^ifldcb io # RR RR ^&fe ^RT f#R RR f^M # 
RT^fer i W Rife RRRWRR t I fefe i ^R GTT#R 3 # fe 

fe R^f R# t 1% Mlfe# RJRR cR^ fe fe # RRRTR 4. # 
ttir t^t feffei srrt Tfr t^t Tfr fe fer fer ^ ^ % I 

26. fe[ Rfe £RT cTRTR RR' ?R GFRtR # RRR 3 f# RRT mfe# 

RJRR RRTRT RR fe fe #t ffeT A GTTRRT RR^GTt RR GTTRTR feci 
fedft RR fe RTRT A f#RT RTRT fel, R? RIoJR f3TT t f# feRR 
2002 # RRR1R ^feR RR i RR£ RRR, RR Rfe RRT RFRTRRT t 
RRT RJ^T RTfelEft RJcRT # fe |nfe ^R RRTTRRT GTfe io RR 
RR ^fe ^ Rfe cR^ R^t Glfe R>R RTRT RR ffetcT 1%RT t I 
Rfeft fedR cfr RcRTRR cfr RRRTR, RF f^Effe |GTT t fe fR 
RTRT Rrt Rfe ^ RRr fefeR Rfe t I GTcf: feR RR RR 

RR^ 1% ^ RR M RRRI t RRT ffeff ^ Refefe fe, 

feRR RTc^R fe t I ffe GTfeRR, RRRTTR RRTIRR^ ^RI ^R 
RlfelEfr R? fe fR R# RTRT A fe?T R RR Rpf Rrt feeT 
^ ^R RTR Rjt GRTRT RRRT GTRRcT t f^ ^R c^ RRI fe fe c^ 
RRRRT ffecT RIRT $ Rfefel ^ fe I G7R: RTfeT^t % 
MIcMM ^0 RRTR RR fe fe Rrt feci ^ RTRR Rrt RRTRRI RR 
fe RRRR fe RTRT t I 


sife 


0 
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27. wfttftt f^FTTcfcfr ft fft^RT 23 ft 3Tfftfe; Prrf^Tcm^t Wf- 
Wf ^R wRRt 3Jc3? ftf vJIT^r ^Rlft cfft ^N^chdl ftt TTfttSTT clftft 
cRTT ^fft ^RT 5fTO ftt ^ RJ^PTT ft 3TT2TR <R cf^ ft fft 

ftft ^ccf? ftt rR wr ^?t fttf ftTR^i ^ftt ft ft ft^ - mn ftr 
^ft crm ftft ftt Rh^iR^i cfftft i wftft ^rr - ft srgftR- 11.2 ftt 
TTGTTcfR RPft^TT ft efft if ft, ft 3TJHR “fftcTO W?Rf ftt 3Trfft|?R 
cfTt ^ Rft chft ft fcR 3RTg#T cJRft m 3jf^WN ftRTT ft? W 
ftt 7FTTO Wt ft Rtt ^ecf? ftt RTft RIT WP?; W ^Je*f? ftt 
^ift, ftRfcRT crR ^IT ftftf ft Rft ft rR 3T2TcTT 3T^frT ftft 

ftt ftWTT ftftt I ftft R™? ft cT^cT ftt ?ftRT ft 
ftftlFRWT 3Tlftcf?R ^ fftftfR 3?ftt t ft? MIcmM ^? ftt fttf 
3TTcR^cfKTT 'ftt ft ft <J7cT ^RTFd cfR ftzfT vjTRRTT 1 1RT fftw-RR 
ft ftcT ft?^TT T RT % fft ft^T ft tRs* cR^ ■gn ftclel TRf? 

^I$cf> ft ?RTT "vdcMIdcfj ft ftftf ft fftftt Ml cH ftft ^f? ^?T 

ftftRR ^ftf fftm w ft I ft ^ ftt fftn w 

1 ? cf? ftft XTT^rftft ‘SJotf? fel<qi RTcTT ft ft ft^T/SR ft 'dfttfi 
cR^ ft ?n^T ftt ftft ftmcRT ^ftf ftl 3TcRcr viq^d H&ft ft *#RR 
mftcmft ftt ftftp- ftft 3 tsm ftft ftt STT^fft ft ftfter ft 

Rift ffttch^ ftfT MlftPlch ^ftt Hlftt cpftfft RilHMdl cf?T ^ 3T2jgT 
ftft ftt sfTffft crRrt rR ft ^r ciszr ft smiftPi^ ft fft 

wRft chT cf^RUT orsftcT ^T ft TTTcRT cf?J rR ^TT 3TST^T ?TT^T ftt 
WcRn crRft rR ft 3T^TfR?r ft I 

W. fft^fjft: 

28. MT%g?R viM^cW ftt SJRT ^ ^ Mgdftft fft: 

i) ^ftfR ^R ft 3MTcft ft ftR ft ft^ cRg ft feR ftft -qrSRf 

fftftfR ^ftt fft^rr t pti ft cRtt ^jftftR ~m ft ft^ <Rg ^?t 
wft ^ftr ftt fttft ft^N’ii 'Tftt ft i 

/5R? C-Ti**r- Lf 
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ii) tot ^ rtoto tot ft w tott 

§tfcr tot f^r^TTrrcfr tort ^ tot^ cr^ tr totorT^T toRT 

RTOT eft TOTO-TOTO Fft % I 


29. Rroft to f^to wtf^ ^r4k tot ^ rtof to^ ^ totott 
3TOTR TO, cR^stf cfT ftft fcFRft TO Hlf^H TO RrftTOT 

fcTOT TOTT t cT^TT TOT ?T RTO£ TOrpfr C^ TOTOT c£t TO^ 

tot ttott to?T T?, toRttoRT ^nfhr tot cfr R)to& ^qto tot tot^T toRt 

TO <+>ft ftlFdcd TO?t TOT 1? TOTT ^Tifc-R TORjTOT Pl^Hlcidl RrTF 
23 cR 3RTOR ^ftk TOT R> fcRTO cTP^ 3]cTO TOT TO TORT cf§t 
f^TTOf^T TOcT t I 3TTO TOT^TOT cR R^TO, FtRTtoRT 3tRR[TOTT TOO 
71/2003-#TO]eTO f^TOTO 1 2003 FRT ePTR TO TOTORTft ^JcTO 

tot tort eft TO RtoiR^i totot fr I 


R. 3rot ft- TOTOtt 


so* 5^ ft* ft^5 ^ 3 t4Tot srf&f^, <p sn^p $ 

"' 3^ TOp^, ^ 3ik ^njFP7 POTTfitcl^DT $ 

TOTOT TO TO TOfftt | 


to fTOr? T#ft, fafft 3nfTOufT 


ff»*l'lll 


* mmm f'" .. ^ppuvwi -ifp^n .* ? •.i fW p., w „p l 


"T , *iiM' # • ii rntit|iST ii »pn< 


''WTiiltNMH MM-i HIM 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

FINAL FINDING 

New Delhi, the 25th May, 2005 


Subject : Mid-term Anti-dumping Review investigations in the 
matter relating to imports of D(-) Para Hydroxy Phenyl Glycine 
Base (PHPG Base) from European Union. 


A. Background of the Case 


No. 15/20/2004-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended 
in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or 
Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 
(hereinafter referred to as the Rules), vide Notification No. 14/6/2002-DGAD dated 
7th March, 2003, the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) 
notified its final findings recommending definitive anti-dumping duty on import of PHPG 
Base (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from the 
European Union (hereinafter referred to as subject country/territory). The definitive 
anti-dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide Customs Notification No. 
71/2003-Customs dated 1st May, 2003. 

2. Whereas the Rules require the Authority to review, from time to time, 
the need for continued imposition of Anti-Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, 
on the basis of positive information received by it that there is no justification 
for continued imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the 
Central Government for its withdrawal. Notwithstanding, the above provision, 
the authority is required to review, on the basis of positive information 
submitted by any interested party substantiating the need for a review, 
provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of 
the definitive anti-dumping duty, whether continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or 
recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. In terms of the above 
provision, one of the major producer and exporter from the European Union 
i.e. M/s. Recordati, Italy had filed a request, through the European Union, for 
a changed circumstances mid-term review of the anti-dumping duty in force. 

3. One of the major producers and exporters of the subject goods from 
the EU during the period of original investigation, M/s Recordati, Italy had 
informed that they have discontinued the production of the PHPG Base from 
December 2002. It is noted by the Authority that there were only two known 
producers and exporters of the subject goods during the period of 
investigation of the original investigation during 2002-03, and another 
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exporter besides the applicant for the current review had a de minimus 
dumping margin determined during the original investigation. This change in 
circumstances was considered appropriate to initiate a review. 


4. Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification 
No.14/6/2002-DGAD dated 7 th March 2003, the Authority therefore issued a 
public notice dated 29 th September 2004 published in the Gazette of India , 
Extraordinary, initiating mid term review investigations in terms of Jhe Rule 
23 of the Anti dumping rules read with article 11.2 of the agreement on Anti 
dumping on 29 th September 2004 , to review whether continued imposition 
of the duty on imports of PHPG Base originating in or exported from the 
European Union is necessary to ojfset dumping, whether the injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

B. PROCEDURE 

5. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to 
this investigation: 

(i) After initiation of the review the Authority sent questionnaires, along with 
the initiation notification, to all known exporters/producers in the subject 
countries, and domestic industry in India in accordance with the Rule 6(4), to 
elicit relevant information; 

(ii) The Embassies/High Commissions/ Representatives of the subject 
countries in New Delhi were informed about the initiation of the investigation, in 
accordance with Rule 6(2), with a request to advise the exporters/producers in 
their respective countries to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed 
time. 

iii) Questionnaires were sent to known importers and consumers of subject 
goods in India calling for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4). 

iv) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 01.04.2003 to 
31.03.2004 (POI). However, injury examination was conducted for a period 
from 2000-01 to 2002-03 and POI. 

(v) equest was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past 
three years, and the period of investigations; 

(vi) No response to the initiation notification was received from any other 
exporter except DSM Deretil, Spain. 

(vii) No other exporter from EU including the applicant have submitted 
any response, in any manner, to the initiation notification. 
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(viii) M/s Daurala Organics Ltd , Meerut, the domestic producer of the subject 
goods and the original petitioner in the original investigation submitted its 
responses opposing the review. However, they submitted the details as 
required under Application Proforma and details/information submitted by them 
were verified by the Authority for its correctness. 


(ix) The Authority has considered all views expressed and submissions 
made by various interested parties to the extent they are relevant for the 
present investigation. 

(x) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file kept open 
for inspection by the interested parties; 

(xi) The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic industry to 
the extent possible examine the injury suffered and to work out optimum cost 
of production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis 
of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information 
furnished by the applicants so as to ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower than 
the dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

(xii) The Authority also verified the data of the cooperating exporter to 
determine the normal value and dumping margin as per the Rules. 

(xiii) The Authority held a public hearing on 19 January 2005 to hear the 
interested parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the 
domestic industry, exporters of the subject goods from the subject countries. 
The parties attending the public hearing were requested to file written 
submissions of views expressed orally and file rebuttals. The written 
submissions as well as rebuttals received from interested parties have been 
considered by Designated Authority in this finding to the extent these have 
been considered relevant to the investigation. 

(xiv) **** In the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the 
Rules. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND ‘LIKE ARTICLE’ 

6. The product involved in the original investigation and the current 
review is D (-) Para Hydroxy Phenyl Glycine Base (PHPG Base) falling under 
heading No.2942.00 in Chapter 29 of the First Schedule to the said Customs 
Tariff Act and ITC HS classification. This classification, however, is indicative 
only and, in no way, binding on the scope of the present investigation. No 
argument has been extended, by any interested party, on the issue of 
product under consideration and like article. Therefore, the Authority confirms 
the product under consideration and domestic like article as per the original 
investigation. 

| jr/or- 5 " 
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D. Initiation of the Review, arguments raised by various interested 
parties and Examination by the Authority 

7. It has been submitted by the Domestic Industry that M/s. Recordati, 
Italy on whose request Initiation Notification has been issued, is neither an 
exporter nor the foreign producer for the article which is subject to 
investigation as Ms. Recordati has confirmed that they have discontinued the 
production of the PHPG Base since December 2002. It has also been added 
by the domestic industry that as per the requirement for midterm review, the 
interested party is supposed to submit positive information to the authority to 
substantiate the need for review of continuation of imposition of antidumping 
duty. They have further added that no such information is available on the 
public file except the confirmation that they have discontinued the production 
of subject goods since December ‘2002. 


8. The Authority has carefully examined various submissions made by 
the interested parties in connection with the initiation of this review 
investigation. 

9. Rule 23 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides that the Designated 
Authority shall, from time to time, review the need for continued imposition of 
anti dumping duty and if it is satisfied on the basis of information received by 
it that there is no justification for the continued imposition of such duty, shall 
recommend to the Central Govt, for its withdrawal. 

10. Article 11.2 of the Agreement provides that the Authorities shall review 
the need for the continued imposition of the duty, where warranted, on their 
own initiative or, provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed since 
the imposition of the definitive anti dumping duty, upon request by any 
interested party which submits positive information substantiating the need 
for a review. Interested parties shall have the right to request the authorities 
to examine whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to 
offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. If, as a result of the review under this 
paragraph, the authorities determine that the anti dumping duty is no longer 
warranted, it shall be terminated immediately. 

11. The domestic industry has argued that under Article 11.2 of ADA read 
with Rule 23 of Indian Antidumping Rules, substantiation of grounds of 
review are mandatory and the applicant has failed to do so. Therefore, the 
initiation of the review is flawed. The Authority notes that the applicant 
exporter had provided positive information, as required under Article 11.2 of 
ADA, with regard to the fact that the only known exporter and producer to 
whom the antidumping duty was imposed had discontinued production since 
December 2002. It may be recalled that during the original investigation, 
there were only two known producers and exporters of the subject goods and 
one of the producer and exporter M/s. DSM Deretil had de minimus dumping 
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margin. The authority further notes that the review has been initiated at the 
request of M/s. Recordati, Italy through the European Union. The European 
Union is the Government of the exporting country and is a member of WTO 
and hence the request for review has been correctly made by an interested 
party. Further, M/s. Recordati was in production during the original period of 
investigation and hence continues to be an interested party. There is also 
positive information as mentioned above substantiating the need for review in 
as much as the only other producer of PHPG Base has already heen held to 
have not dumped the subject goods. On the basis of above, the authority 
concludes that the midterm review of antidumping duty imposed on PHPG 
Base from EU has been correctly initiated. 


E. DUMPING DETERMINATION 
E.1 Spain 

12. The only known exporter/manufacturer from EU, M/s DSM Deretil, 
Spain apart from M/s Recordati, Italy (applicant to the investigation) filed its 
questionnaire response after initiation of the review. The authority recalls that 
M/s. Recordati, Italy had submitted a request for a review of the antidumping 
duty imposed on residual exporters and.producers from EU apart from M/s. 
DSM Deretil stating that it had closed its operation since December 2002. 
The European Commission in a communication to the authority had also 
confirmed about the presence of only two producers and exporters from EU 
and had requested for a review investigation citing the fact that only other 
exporter and producer from EU M/s. Recordati had closed its operation for 
subject goods and hence the request for a review. The questionnaire 
response submitted by the exporter was also verified by the Authority as per 
the procedure prescribed and the dumping margin has been determined as 
follows. However, it is pertinent to note that the applicant himself had not 
submitted any information as required in the exporter’s questionnaire. 

E.1. DSM Deretil, Spain. 

Normal Value, Export price and Dumping Margin: 

13. M/s DSM Deretl, Spain filed a detailed questionnaire response with 
regard to domestic as well as export sales of subject goods by its Plant near 
Almeria. Detailed information submitted by the producer and exporter M/s. 
DSM Deretil, were verified by the Verification team and a detailed confidential 
verification report was issued to the cooperating exporter. 


14. During the period of investigation i.e. 1 st April 2003 to 31 st March 
2004, DSM Deretil had made **** sales of the subject goods to three different 
customers within the European Union. The Appendix 1 of the questionnaire 
response had provided the complete details of these transactions. **** of 
these transactions, accounting for a quantity of **** MTs, was made to 
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Recordati, Italy. **** MTs was sold to **** and a sample consignment of **** 
kilograms was made to ****. The fact that Recordati had purchased PHPG 
Base from DSM Deretil also establishes the fact that Recordati had 
discontinued the production of this particular product. 

15. During the period of review, DSM Deretil had effected only **** 
sales to India, for a total quantity of **** MTs. Appendix 3A with various 
deductions was also verified with reference to the above documents. In 
addition, document in support of the commission paid to the agent in India 
was also verified. In this connection, the invoice of the agent for tire various 
transactions effected in the POI, which clearly showed the **** transactions 
and the remittance made by DSM Deretil was made available and verified. 
The price at the ex-factory was accordingly revised after verification to US$ 
****perkg. 

16. The export sales to other countries - other than to India and the 
European Union - have been reported in Appendix 2A. It was verified that 
export transaction to all other countries, other than Iran, were below the cost 
of production and these sales have to be discarded being not in the ordinary 
course of trade. The quantity exported to **** was **** kgs as compared to 
the quantity of **** MT exported to India. The ex-factory price to **** as 
appearing in Appendix 3C was verified with the documents provided. The 
gross selling price was thus revised to US$ **** per kg. being the weighted 
average price for the **** transactions. The weighted average price at the 
ex-factory level for both the transactions to Iran was US$ **** per kg. 

17. It may be recalled that during the original investigation also, the sale 
price to an appropriate third country (**** in the original investigation) was 
taken for the determination of normal value in view of the fact that there was 
no sale in the domestic market by the exporter in the original investigation. In 
the review also, the same country is being taken as the appropriate third 
country for the determination of normal value as the sales made in the home 
market are verified to be not in the ordinary course of trade. 

18. The export price to India, at the ex-works level ($ ****/Kg), was 
higher than the ex-works price to Iran. ($ ****/kg) Thus, dumping margin was 
proved to be negative during the period of review. 

E. 2 Other producers and exporters from EU 

19. The Domestic industry has not named any known exporter and 
producer except DSM Deretil , Spain in their application proforma who are 
known to be producing and exporting the subject goods to India and in the EU 
(besides M/s. Recordati, Italy which they have also submitted, is closed down. 
They have also confirmed the submissions made by M/s DSM Deretil, Spain 
that the only other producer and exporter have dispontinued the production 
since December 2002. Additionally, there is no allegation of dumping from any 
other producer and exporter except M/s DSM Deretil, Spain. With regard to 
few entries of PHPG Base appearing in the transaction wise statement, the 
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authority notes that these imports could be for a product other than the subject 
goods as many inconsistencies in the data provided by DGCI&S and other 
secondary source have been noticed by the authority. The Authority in this 
regard has also requested the importer M/s KDL Biotech to submit information 
with regard to imports, if any, made by them during the POI from EU but no 
reply has been submitted by importer till date despite reminders to them. With 
this in view the authority accepts the import data as verified by the authority 
submitted by only cooperating producer and exporter from European Union i.e. 
M/s. DSM Deretil (and also the submission made in this regard by domestic 
industry and European Commission) and concludes that there is no import of 
dumped subject goods from EU during the period of investigation of the current 
review. 

20. During the original investigations also, it was determined that 
there were only two producers and exporters from the EU during the POI and it 
was determined that DSM Deretil, Spain had u&- minimus dumping margin 
during the original investigations. The other producer and exporter M/s 
Recordati had not cooperated in the original investigations and hence it had 
got the residual dumping margin. 

21. During the review investigations, M/s DSM Deretil, Spain had 
represented that there are no other producer and exporter of subject goods in 
the EU other than themselves. They have also cited the fact which was later 
verified by the Authority that they are now supplying the subject goods to M/s 
Recordati as the latter had closed its operation for the subject goods. It is also 
recalled that in the request for a review, the European Cqpimission had 
explicitly confirmed the fact of only two producers in the EU and they had 
based the request for a review due to the closure of operation by one of the 
major producer and exporter, M/s. Recordati, Italy while the other producer 
M/s. DSM Deretil had de minimus dumping margin during the original 
investigation. 

22. No other representation has been received from any of the 
importers and other interested parties in this regard concerning subject 
investigation. In view of the above, the Authority has decided not to impose 
any residual dumping margin on the other producers as none is known to exist. 

Examination by the Authority with regard to Continuation/Revocation of 
antidumping duty: « 

sjl 23. M/s. Dauurala Organics Limited, the domestic industry, has submitted 

, l that the test to be applied and examined in the current investigation is whether 

A the cessation of antidumping duty in force is likely to lead to continuation or 

recurrence of the injury to the domestic industry. They have also added that 
^ the existence of material injury is not the prerequisite for continuation of anti 

£ dumping duty even though domestic industry considered that the imports of 

the product involved have resulted in continued injury to them. It is also added 
— that the most relevant thing is to examine here is whether the imports at 
dumped prices would continue to be imported in significant volume in the event 
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of revocation of antidumping duty. They have further added that this is the 
most likely situation given the surplus capacity with the EU exporters and the 
level of export prices to India also, keeping in mind previous volume of exports 
in India. However, subsequent to the issuance of disclosure statement, no 
reply has been received from the domestic industry. 


24. With regard to the observations made by the domestic industry, the 
producer and exporter from European Union have submitted that they 
cooperated to the fullest extent in this investigation as they did during the 
original investigation and the information submitted by them establishes that 
the dumping margin is nil. They have further requested the authority to 
examine all the data pertaining to the dumping margin by verifying the records 
at the premises of the producer. They have also submitted that during the 
period of investigation, DSM Deretil had exported only two consignments of 
PHPG Base, despite having a zero antidumping duty. It has also been added 
by the exporter that the allegation that M/s. DSM Deretil had increased the 
sale of PHPG Base after imposition of antidumping duty is incorrect. 


25. The Authority has examined the contention of the domestic industry as 
well as the producer and exporter from the European Union. As mentioned in 
the earlier paragraphs, the Authority had verified the records at the premises of 
the producer and exporter and had established that the dumping margin is 
negative with regard to exports made by the cooperating producer and 
exporter M/s. DSM Deretii. The authority also has not found truth in the 
allegation that the sale of PHPG Base by M/s. DSM Deretil after imposition of 
antidumping duty has increased. 


26. With regard to the allegation made by the domestic industry whether the 
imports at dumped prices would continue to be imported in significant volume 
in the event of revocation of antidumping duty, it has been examined that after 
December 2002, there is only one producer in the European Union of the 
subject goods and this producer M/s. DSM Deretil had a zero antidumping duty 
and yet had exported only a very small quantity of the subject goods. After the 
verification of the cooperating exporter, it has been established that the price 
of even this quantity is an undurhped price. Hence the contention of the 
domestic industry that there is surplus capacity with EU and exports would 
increase in significant volumes appears to be unfounded. Further, when the 
only producer did not export significant quantity despite zero antidumping duty, 
there is no basis to presume that the quantity will increase sionifirar^iy jf the 
duty is removed. Hence, the authority has not found any reasons for likelihood 
of dumping if the antidumping duty is withdrawn. 


27. As per the rule 23 of the antidumping rules, the designated authority 
shall, from time to time, review the need for continued imposition of the 
antidumping duty and shall, if it is satisfied on the basis of information received 
by it that there is no justification for the continued imposition of such duty 
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recommend to the Central Government for its withdrawal. Article 11.2 of the 
Agreement on Antidumping which deals with the midterm review states that 
“interested parties shall have the right to request the authorities to examine 
whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, 
whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed 
or varied or both. If, as a result of the review under this paragraph, the 
authorities determine that the antidumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall 
be terminated immediately”. In this subject investigation, it is noted that there 
is only one producer of the subject goods in the European Union and no 
dumping margin has been determined with respect to the said producer. It is 
also concluded from the preceding paragraph that there is no likelihood of 
dumping of subject goods from subject country/territory if the antidumping duty 
is withdrawn. Hence, in view of the aforesaid facts, the authority does not 
consider it relevant to conclude any finding with regard to the current injury or 
recurrence of injury to the domestic industry as the issue of existence or 
recurrence of injury is irrelevant in the present investigation in view of the fact 


that tho c 2 uss of sction i.s. sithwf ths continued 
dumping is absent in the present investigation. 
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F Conclusions: 


28. The authority has aftei considering the foregoing come to the 

conclusion that 


I. No dumping margin for the subject goods has been established with 

regard to imports from European Union and there is no likelihood of f 
continued dumping of subject goods from European Union. 


II. ' In view of the above, the continued imposition of antidumping duty on 
the subject goods from the European Union is not necessary to offset 
dumping and injury to domestic industry. 

29. Having concluded that the no dumping margin for the subject 

goods has been established on account of imports of subject goods from the 
European Union and there is no likelihood of dumping of the subject goods 
from European Union, the Authority finds no justification for continuation of 
the duty against European Union and therefore, in terms of Rule 23 of the 
said Rules recommends revocation of duty in force against European Union. 
Hence, in view of the above, the Authority recommends withdrawal of the anti 
dumping duty imposed vide notification 71/2003-Customs dated 1 st May 
2003. 
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G Further Procedures 


30. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Service tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant 
provisions of the Act. 


Dr. CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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